INTRODUCTION
The canon of trusts and estates, that is, "the ways of thinking about [trusts and estates] law that are widely shared by legal scholars and especially by legal authorities, like legislators and judges," 1 consists of several different and well-known strands: respect for dead hand (or transferor) control (up to certain limits); respect for formality; and valuation of the traditional legally-recognized family. 2 Perhaps the most fundamental-and, paradoxically, the most visible and invisiblestrand is the "wealth" narrative, which focuses on the transmission of conventional forms of wealth. 3 It is this final strand that I believe structures the rest of the field.
The wealth narrative is the core of trusts and estates. 4 Whatever other stories we tell about trusts and estates, whatever challenges we make to the existing strands, concern wealth. While this may seem obvious-another term for the field is "wealth transmission," after allits explanatory power for other canonical stories and for what is left out of those stories is foundational and, in some surprising ways, unacknowledged and unaccounted for. 5 When we address wealth transmission, we focus on wealth itself, on those who have wealth and their practices, and our guiding assumptions are based on our observations and assumptions about them.
Consider, for example, just why dead hand control is important. Qe respect the dead hand not because we revere the dead, but because the decedent earned, or at least safeguarded, their wealth. Formality is critical to protecting the dead hand's control over wealth and family is, in some ways, yet another form of wealth (consider that fathers were entitled to the earnings from their children's labor). 6 Our critiques of these principles similarly focus on wealth. Much of the race critique addresses the inheritance of race and problematizes race itself as a form of property. Furthermore, for much of our history, wealth has been concentrated in white married men. Historically, married women were legally limited in property ownership, and blacks could be considered property. 7 That wealth structure profoundly affected-and affectsand family life." Id. at 2. As examples of "canonical narratives," she notes the focus on the legal institutions of marriage and parenthood, and argues that such a focus "overlook [ The wealth strand is, accordingly, highly visible, because so much of trusts and estates law is focused on wealth preservation and control, and influential, because its pervasiveness overshadows critical aspects of trusts and estates law. It has also largely been invisible because it serves as a subtle limitation on analyzing issues outside of the process of facilitating wealth transmission. Examining this wealth strand shows how it distorts the field, 8 so I want to explore just what asking the wealth question, 9 or using a wealth lens, would actually mean. Wealth transmission is effectuated, and enforced, through the laws of trusts and estates. Ownership of wealth is a legal matter, but unpacking its influence requires delving into economics and sociology: first, analyzing how wealth transmission also transmits privilege and maintenance of the status quo; second, looking at who has wealth; and third, how recognition of the sociodemographic diversity in ownership of wealth might affect the laws of the trusts and estates field in a variety of ways, ranging from wealth redistribution 10 to changing the structure of intestate.
To be sure, our scholarly attention is on how trusts and estates policies reinforce some forms of subordination. More profoundly, 8.
Cf., Erez Aloni, The Marital Wealth Gap, 93 WASH. L. REV. 1, 14 (2018) (noting the need to address wealth concentration and family law). As discussed infra, other trusts and estates scholars also apply the wealth lens.
9. Katharine Bartlett famously formulated the "Woman Question":
(1) identifying and challenging those elements of existing legal doctrine that leave out or disadvantage women and members of other excluded groups (asking the "woman question"); (2) reasoning from an ideal in which legal resolutions are pragmatic responses to concrete dilemmas rather than static choices between opposing, often mismatched perspectives (feminist practical reasoning); and (3) seeking insights and enhanced perspectives through collaborative or interactive engagements with others based upon personal experience and narrative (consciousness-raising). Katharine T. Bartlett, Feminist Legal Methods, 103 HARV. L. REV. 829, 831 (1990). As Part II discusses, this question can be adapted to ask how our analysis of any doctrine affects people of varying socioeconomic levels; the opportunity to use doctrine to address the actual needs and preferences, rather than presumed or supposed ideals; and the need to draw on alternative perspectives and experiences.
10. As Felix Chang observes, the "laws governing the transmission of wealth are poorly suited to tackle inequality." Felix B. Chang, Asymmetries in the Generation and Transmission of Wealth, 79 OHIO ST. L.J. 73, 78 (2018). Nonetheless, as he also notes, a draconian estate and gift tax system would have significant effects on inequality. Id. at 85-86 (focusing not on gender issues, although mentioning race). See infra notes 117118 for further discussion of tax and inequality.
however, my argument relies on the observation that the use and transmission of wealth reinforces inequality.
11
Ensuring that women can serve as executors of estates, 12 for example, is a victory for gender equality, but directs our focus away from what happens to estates that never appear in probate court and, more fundamentally, from questions of what constitutes wealth and the use of wealth to perpetuate economic and gender inequality.
I want to use this Article to step back and reflect on how new perspectives from gender, race, class, and sexual orientation have challenged existing trusts and estates canonical narratives on a number of different levels, 13 both in terms of deepening trusts and estates but also expanding it-that is, challenging core concepts of the field. But I also want to urge us to show how what we do as trusts and estates lawyers is related to economic inequality.
Part I celebrates how new perspectives have challenged the core trusts and estates canonical narratives, and builds on the significant analysis of these new perspectives by Bridget Crawford and Anthony Infanti.
14 As this Article shows, these new perspectives challenge basic concepts of wealth and do the following: 1) bring in alternative conceptions of wealth and of inheritance; 2) question the biases of inheritance law as they reflect conventional social norms; and 3) contextualize the whole field so that it encompasses elder law, history, sociology, socioeconomics, and other areas.
These new perspectives make a difference by causing us to question the intestacy regime, 15 for example, or by broadening access to wills. 16 And these challenges are brought both by those of us who
11.
See and also by people outside of this movement, perhaps because they have been influenced by us, perhaps because of the embedded questions inherent in a focus on transferring wealth.
The second Part turns to the structure of wealth and its intergenerational transmission, drawing on sociological and demographic data to show just who is wealthy and how wealth transmission perpetuates inequality, Finally, based on asking the wealth question,
18
I suggest future directions that might lead to reexamination of some of the core tenets of trusts and estates: for example, wills may not be appropriate for everyone, and class differences in families show the need to include (or be more deliberate in excluding) alternative families.
Ultimately, for trusts and estates scholarship to call attention to wealth inequality it must broaden its critique. This includes conventional trusts and estates topics, such as calls for improved access to estate planning and higher estate taxes.
19
But it might also mean advocating for greater equality during lifetime, such as through analysis of a minimum income guarantee.
20
While this may seem far afield from conventional trusts and estates topics-and it is-income inequality affects trusts and estates practice by defining the core issues and by determining the identity of our clients. At the end, I want to show how this brings us to a new understanding of inheritance.
I. CELEBRATION
I begin with a brief celebration of where we are today. My text is not cases, but our own scholarship, as applied to the core canonical stories of trusts and estates law that I identified earlier. A critical trusts and estates jurisprudence has shown how these stories-definitions of property, formalism and dead hand control, and family recognition- reflect and reinforce social norms based on race, gender, sexual orientation, and class.
A. Definitions of Property
As critical jurisprudential trusts and estates scholars have shown, the bundle of sticks 21 that constitutes property can be parsed, based on race, gender, and other categories. 22 First, consider that white heirs were able to challenge wills that freed slaves, successfully arguing, for example, that "enslaved blacks were legally classified as immovable property" and so could not be emancipated. 23 On the other hand, Barack Obama describes how his mother saw being black as being "the beneficiary of a great inheritance." 24 Next, consider limitations on property based on citizenship. Property ownership has historically been tied to citizenship status, and courts in the nineteenth century might prevent noncitizens from inheriting through intestacy, regardless of whether they were closer in relationship to the decedent. 25 Even today, approximately one-half of states impose restrictions on noncitizens' property ownership rights in some way. 26 This affects not just the ownership rights of noncitizens, but also those of citizens, whose land alienability is restricted. and between married women and men. Finally, the value of property varies. The decedent's "dress clothes" 30 might fetch little at resale, but could be invaluable to the heirs. *** These examples challenge the seemingly neutral concept of property.
B. Dead Hand Control and Formalism
The testator's intent is most respected when it accords with dominant notions of inheritance; and rights to testamentary freedom depend on social policy.
31
Although dead hand control is celebrated and the right to control is a form of property, as shown above, the restrictions on who can inherit show the limitations on dead hand control. After the Civil War, anti-miscegenation statutes continued to ensure that blacks could not inherit from white spouses, 32 and even attempts by white male partners to leave property to children born into their relationship with a black female partner were treated with suspicion. 32. Maillard, supra note 22, at 1792-93 ("Without the protective status that marriage conferred, courts viewed interracial families as inherently illegitimate, which opened estates to the rapacious strategies of white collateral heirs. The reliability of anti-miscegenist amnesia-that is, the narrative that the interracial family does not legally exist-fueled the redirection of testamentary intent.").
33.
See, e.g., Davis, supra note 7, at, 280.
Both husbands and wives were limited by dower and curtesy, until the doctrines' abolition. 34 Until the Married Women's Property Acts, testators were restricted in what they could bequeath to married women for the women's own use, 35 and married women faced restrictions themselves on their testation rights.
36
In 1981, Jeffrey Sherman argued "that the lover-legatee of a homosexual testator faces a more difficult task at probate than does his heterosexual counterpart." 37 Undue influence has been an oft-used means to challenge wills in favor of same-sex partners 38 and has also been used to challenge other bequests deemed unconventional. 39 Moreover, dead hand control may reflect, and thus perpetuate, societal discrimination. While charitable bequests can no longer discriminate on the basis of race, some religions may disfavor women, 40 some estate planning practices (such as the QTIP) may also disadvantage women. Even critiques of dead hand control show a wealth bias. As Bridget Crawford points out, some of these analyses suggest that current generations will be better able to manage the wealth they have inherited without restrictions, reflecting a belief in a meritocracy that "ironically allows us to ignore wealth differences." 42 Dead hand control is implemented by respect for the formality attendant to wills. A will expresses not just the testator's wishes, but also commands. Women tend to use precatory language more than men, so a formal written document (which eschews precatory language) may be more likely to translate language into the more directive language that men tend to use. 43 Indeed, as Karen Sneddon observes, "initial reactions to precatory language and expressive language are tinged with dismissal of 'non-technical language' as 'mere fluff. '" 44 More fundamentally, while wills do not require lawyers, being able to develop an error-free will that is appropriately channeled depends on the testator's "characteristics, external resources, and [legal and] social environment." 45 Yet, one study comparing holographic and nonholographic wills found that holographic wills, while more likely to include drafting errors, were no more likely to be challenged. 46 This raises questions of just how much protection formality provides for testamentary intent as opposed to the other factors that might lead disappointed heirs to challenge a will. more frequently created for female spouses with the ultimate disposition of the trust property then being directed by the deceased male spouse."). 
C. Definitions of Family
One of the core concepts in the trusts and estates canon is inheritance through the bloodline. Using a race lens shows us that doctrines are not what they appear to be, and this is intertwined with the previous discussion of definitions of wealth-slave children inherited their status from their mothers, so, upon birth, became property-but also involves the interconnected claims of race and legitimacy that characterized the initial challenges to the inheritance of nonmarital children. 47 Similarly, LGBTQ legal jurisprudence has questioned the primacy of the bloodline. 48 Just a few examples follow. Consider the questions of whether nonmarital children can inherit from their fathers. In the initial state court proceedings that evolved into a "landmark" Supreme Court case involving such rights, 49 the "lawyers made race as well as sex discrimination arguments when challenging Illinois's inheritance laws in state court, but apparently dropped the race-based disparate impact arguments on appeal to the U.S. Supreme Court."
50
The very question of whether nonmarital children could inherit from their fathers undermines the primacy of the canonical bloodline. While these challenges were designed to recognize bloodlines, critical trusts and estates jurisprudence has also challenged the heteronormativity of family definitions. 52 * * * Taken together, these critiques challenge core canons, such as dead hand control and the primacy of the bloodline.
II. CHALLENGE: HOW WEALTH STRUCTURES TRUSTS AND ESTATES
But there is still more to be done as we deepen our critique, and that involves consistently applying a class lens and going beyond traditional trusts and estates topics. Trusts and estates law, scholarship, and practice have generally focused on the wealthy.
53
That is the population who can pay the bills of estate planning attorneys and who are most likely to write wills; 54 much of our scholarship focuses on studying the wealth-transmitting population, mistakes made by their attorneys, how better to effectuate the intent of that population, to whom they leave-and do not leave-property, etc. Of course, even that population is "heterogeneous, and many middle-class individuals make arrangements for property after their deaths, even if that property is more modest-for example, a small family home or a collection of heirlooms." We use the preferences of those who die with wills to make recommendations for those who die intestate and whose property passes outside of probate courts. 60 Indeed, further study of how inheritance happens outside of probate court is needed, 61 and there is a need for more scholarship on non-financial issues, such as the guardianship of children, 62 at death or incapacity. As this Part shows, wealth functions in trusts and estates at different levels. A first issue, discussed above, is just what constitutes wealth. Second is looking at how wealth is distributed and who is thus more likely to engage in estate planning. Third is the relationship between wealth transmission and economic inequality. This Section turns first to address the socioeconomics of wealth, that is, who has wealth, and then turns to the deeper structure of wealth in our society, how having wealth reinforces economic inequality. It then shows the impact of wealth on intergenerational mobility, and finally, how asset transmission contributes to intergenerational wealth inequality. The final part concludes by using this analysis to argue for the need for greater self-consciousness and acknowledgement of the potential for bias that results from relying on the preferences of those people who leave records.
A. Structure of Wealth
The conventional definition of wealth is financial and we live at a time of increasing economic inequality, in which wealth accumulation is increasingly concentrated in a smaller percentage of the population https://www.marketwatch.com/press-release/new-study-reveals-more-than-40-percentof-americans-dont-have-any-form-of-life-insurance- that depends less on wages and more on investment income. 63 Thus, assets that are inherited are critically important in maintaining and building wealth. The term "wealth" refers to any assets, ranging from bank accounts to stocks to real property; it is thus different from income, which, until it becomes wealth, is transitory and is an ongoing flow (that, obviously, stops at death). 64 Both wealth and income provide measures of economic status and inequality 65 (although wealth preservation is the focus of many trusts and estates practitioners).
Some of the wealth structure statistics are straightforward, and they document the gap between wealthy and non-wealthy families. In 1978, the 0.1% richest families owned 7% of the country's wealth; by 2012, that had grown to 22%. 66 Taking a broader measure of wealth families, the median upper-income family (those who make more than $127,600) now holds 75 times the wealth of the median low-income family (those who make less than $42,500); in 2007, top earners were worth 40 times as much; and in 1989, the multiple was 28. 67 The bottom half, based on household income, of the American population owned about 1.2% of total wealth, while the top 1% of households owned more than 38% of the wealth. At the same time, turning to income, there is a growing earnings gap between the college and non-college educated. 69 And the gap in weekly wages between the top and bottom is increasing.
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By 2016, the average CEO pay at top companies was 361 times as high as median worker income; in the late 1950s, it was approximately 20 times.
71
Yet these overall statistics mask significant differences by race, ethnicity, gender, marital status, and age.
RACE
Income and wealth vary by race and between races.
72
Consider that Asians earn more than any other group, and yet their income inequality is also higher than any other group.
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When it comes to wealth distribution, "blacks between 50 and 65 years old and near retirement had only about 10% of the wealth of whites in the same age group." their own business, and to have a retirement account." 75 Moreover, even when these types of assets were owned by blacks, their value was still much lower than comparable assets owned by whites. 76 Blacks and Hispanics were significantly less likely than whites to have savings outside of a retirement account to provide them funds when they retired and were somewhat less likely to have Social Security. 
AGE
The poverty rate for older people is comparatively low, at about 8%, although a larger number are economically insecure, and, in line with the rest of the population, their rates are not increasing, but their numbers are growing. 78 Moreover, overall poverty rates for older people mask the differences based on marital status, race, gender, and other factors. Indeed, the National Institute on Retirement Security reported that women who are sixty-five and older have incomes that are 25% lower than men's of the same age, and that the women are 80% more likely than men to be impoverished.
79
The general poverty rate for older Americans who are living alone (or with nonrelatives) is 18%.
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Married women who are 65 and older have a low poverty rate (2%), particularly compared to the poverty rates for widowed (13%), divorced (16%), and never-married women (18%).
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Turning to those specifically affected by grey divorce, women
75.
Id.
76.
See id. are more than twice as likely as men to be poor (27% compared to 11%).
77.

Report on the Economic Well-Being of U.S. Households in 2017 -
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The higher rates for divorced and never-married women probably reflect selection effects rather than a marriage bonus per se: nonmarital and divorce rates are higher among groups that typically have lower lifetime earnings and retirement incomes.
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Social Security provides benefits during retirement to qualified workers, and the Social Security system is responsible for ensuring that almost a third of people over age sixty-five are not poor. 84 While Social Security is available to employees who have worked for ten or more years, individuals can claim based either on their own work record or on that of a spouse or (with certain limitations) a former spouse; a spouse is entitled to 50% of the amount that the other spouse would receive, and even if a spouse's own benefits are less than that amount, they will be "topped up." 85. Indeed, if one spouse is the primary or sole wage earner, the other spouse can receive Social Security even though that spouse has not paid into the system. lines. See SASS, supra note 81, at 2 ("Spousal benefits guarantee the wife a Primary Insurance Amount (PIA) [] equal to half her husband's PIA. . . . If a woman is eligible for a worker benefit based on her own earnings history that exceeds the spousal [] benefit, she will receive the larger amount. If her worker benefit is lower, then she is 'topped up' to the level of the spousal or survivor benefit"). With increasing divorce and nevermarried rates, however, the number of people able to claim on their spouse's earnings is decreasing, particularly for nonwhite populations. 84% of Americans sixty-five and older receive benefits, with more than 60% of Social Security beneficiaries receiving one-half or more of their income through such benefits. 86 Notably, 34% of all beneficiaries receive almost all (at least 90%) of their income from Social Security. 87 There are significant variations by race. Black, Hispanic, and Asian seniors are more likely to rely on Social Security benefits as their sole source of income, at rates of 32%, 40%, and 26% (respectively), while for whites, it is 18%. 88 Marital status also has an impact: about 48% of married couples, and 71% of unmarried individuals, receive one-half or more of their income from SSA. 89 Disability and sexual orientation also create significant disparities. With changes in retirement plans, longer lifespans and higher costs for health care, "these high rates of reliance on Social Security benefits are not surprising." 90 Nor is the rise in household debt and grey bankruptcy unexpected 91 -the high reliance on Social Security also indicates the comparative lack of wealth among these groups.
WOMEN AND WEALTH
The numbers on women and wealth are more difficult to collect, with differing estimates depending on the age group (and source). Globally, women hold 30% of private wealth, and constitute 10% of the wealthiest individuals.
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States estimates that women own 51% of American private wealth. 94 By contrast, another report estimates that women control approximately one-fifth of US wealth. 95 Nonetheless, based on census household values, women age sixty-five and over who are heads of households have a higher net worth than male householders. 96 Moreover, because women are statistically more likely to live longer than men and men are likely to earn more than women, widows may accumulate more money when their spouses die. Of course, this statistic must be tempered by the recognition that these widows are also likely to incur health care costs and their wealth may take the form of trusts to which they have relatively limited access.
C. Wealth Has an Impact on Children
97
Stanford economist Raj Chetty, a leading expert on social mobility, found that millennials born in the 1980s are less likely than their parents were to out-earn their parents. American children, downward mobility is even bleaker: a black child born to parents in the top quintile is roughly as likely to fall to the bottom family income quintile as to remain in the top quintile, while, by contrast, a white child born in that same quintile is almost five times as likely to stay there as fall to the bottom one. 99 As critical race theorists have argued, the intergenerational transmission of wealth is "integral to the future perpetuation of racial inequality across generations" in a number of ways: 1) "education, experiences, friendships, and contacts," including college tuition; 2) lifetime support, such as qualifying for a first home; and 3) gifting and inheriting assets. 100 Moreover, the initial disadvantages of inheritance under slavery "became embedded in social institutions and transmitted across generations." 101 Financial assets are important to maintaining intergenerational wealth (although plenty of self-made billionaires exist) both because of the transmission of actual property 102 and also because of the transmission of advantage. 103 There is ample data to support the importance of such legacies. Intergenerational transfers (whether through gift or bequest) accounts "for at least 50%-and perhaps more than 80%-of the net worth of families in the United States." 104 Research on inter-generational mobility shows that parental income has an impact on both wealth and income. 105 Household income is closely related to college attendance 106 and graduation, 107 and those "born to wealth" are much more likely to have college (or an advanced degree) and to work in a family business, another way of concentrating wealth. 108 While transfers of $1,000,000 or more constitute only about 2% of the actual number of transfers at death, they account for 40% of the total dollars transferred, and while over 70% of inter vivos gifts are less than $50,000, the relatively few gifts in amounts exceeding $1,000,000 account for almost half of the total dollars received.
109
The median net worth of those gift and inheritance recipients is almost three times that of the median net worth of the population.
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As the Federal Reserve Board's website acerbically notes, "the bulk of intergenerational transfers are flowing to families that already have substantial resources," with the top 10% of households (by income) receiving more than one-third of intergenerational transfers (as shown below), and the top 10% (by wealth) receiving more than 50%. Wealth begets more wealth. Consider that when someone has poor credit (a low, or no, credit score), this can impact both employment and housing options and also result in decreased access to various financial products and the highest rates for borrowing money. 113 
D. Using the Preferences of the Wealthy?
The statistics on who has wills are not surprising: those with higher incomes, those who are white, and those who are older. 114 Examining the dispositions of wills provides insight into how those demographics-older, wealthier, whites-seek to dispose of their property. But those preferences may be skewed by that demographic.
In our admittedly small empirical study, in which we found little planning, we observed that the utility of wills depended not necessarily on wealth but instead on family structure and relationship. That is, families who got along sometimes ignored the decedent's wishes and distributed property as they deemed fair. 115 That type of informal distribution may be what happens in the overwhelming majority of deaths that never make it to probate court. For example, of the more than 9000 deaths in 2016 in Pima County, Arizona (which includes Tucson), less than 1% resulted in a probate filing. 116 Part of this critique of the celebration of dead hand control, then, is not only that it gives control to the dead that the decedent may not necessarily have wanted (in light of the number of people who do not write wills), but also that it may be ignored by the survivors when it is contrary to their needs (particularly given the huge percentage of estates that stay out of probate court).
III. MOVING FORWARD
Asking the wealth question shows the impact of numerous trusts and estates doctrines on: (1) people of varying socioeconomic levels; (2) the need to adapt doctrine to address actual, rather than presumed, preferences; and (3) the benefits of drawing on alternative perspectives and experiences. This perspective shows us that decreasing economic inequality in America will require a series of large-scale policies. Some of them are familiar to trusts and estates scholars, such as increasing the marginal tax rate 117 and the estate and gift tax, 118 or changing various doctrines.
119
Others come from outside of the field, as discussed at the end of this Essay.
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I want to show how the wealth question applies in two contexts: wills for everyone and intestacy. Consider the underlying assumptions of each: does everyone really need a will, or should we work on improving the intestacy system? And do the intestacy rules reflect the preferences of the decedents who do not write wills? And then, this Part turns to solutions outside of the field.
A. Trusts and Estates and the Wealth Question
WILLS FOR ALL
There are numerous reasons to have a will, 121 with the top reason most frequently consisting of some variation of testator control. But consider whether everyone needs to engage in such planning. Because outsider perspectives have caused us to see trusts and estates as not just focused on testator's intent, but also on the structure of wealth and the meaning of inheritance to different groups of people, wills may not be useful for individuals who would choose the intestacy result 122 -or who prefer that surviving family members make decisions with relatively minimal guidance.
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Wills that enshrine dead hand control assume that the testator has some preference to express, some favored disposition that needs to be reinforced by a probate court. As a thought experiment, conjecture whether a decedent inevitably and always cares about asset disposition, or would want the survivors to do what they think is best, or might want to preserve family harmony by not making any such decisions.
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Studies of actual practices for estates that stay out of court, or are resolved without court challenge, may show the merely "precatory" nature of the testator's preferences. 125 The cases that do appear in court represent a tiny percentage of the population that dies each year.
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While wills for everyone may not be an appropriate slogan, incapacity planning for everyone (somewhat clunkier) might be more appropriate. Adapting the initiatives in the wills context to ensure that individuals plan for their own capacity might be more helpful to ensure that wishes with respect to health care and financial planning are implemented.
121.
See, e.g., Top Ten Reasons to Have a Will, FINDLAW, https://estate.findlaw.com/wills/top-ten-reasons-to-have-a-will.html [https://perma.cc/7WS4-AZWF].
122. Horton, supra note 55, at 341 ("[A] critic might question the decision to draw inferences about intestacy from dispositive choices in wills.").
123.
For those who plan, a power of appointment performs this function by deferring decisionmaking to a trusted powerholder as do discretionary distribution trusts.
124. This critique of dead hand control thus asks the wealth question by drawing on actual experiences and preferences. See supra note 9.
125. Executors do have fiduciary responsibilities, of course. But only estates that go through probate court have such fiduciaries appointed.
126. See supra note 116 (discussing Pima County, Arizona).
INTESTACY RULES
The intestacy rules are premised on the normative nuclear family, and they reflect the desires of many of those families. 127 The UPC has steadfastly focused on marital relationships, not broadening provisions concerning intestacy, for example, to include civil unions or domestic partners.
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But the trends in nonmarriage, divorce, and short-term cohabitating unions have led to a wide assortment of stepfamilies and kin networks. 129 Some aspects of the intestacy laws reflect these changes, such as the share left to a surviving spouse when either the decedent or the survivor have non-joint children, with the surviving spouse in such situations receiving a smaller share than where there are only joint children.
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But other parts of the intestacy laws have not been revised to reflect these new family structures. While this may be entirely appropriate-many nonmarital partners, for example, may not want their assets distributed to the other partner upon death through intestacy 131 -it may not reflect the realities of functional families. In their study, for example, Danaya Wright and Beth Sterner found that a majority of decedents who had stepchildren left property to them. 132 * * * Applying a wealth lens would result in challenges to other doctrines. Consider revocation upon divorce statutes, which serve a function in protecting allegedly forgetful testators. Yet such a doctrine protects only a certain part of the population, and is not useful for lowincome people who are not married and may have no revocablebeneficiary assets, 133 thereby showing how the wealth lens affects the analysis.
B. Other Policies
While trusts and estates law contributes to the intergenerational transmission of wealth (and corresponding inequality), the intergenerational transmission of wealth is not the sole culprit-or source-of challenging economic inequality. 134 Consequently, it is useful to place reforms from within trusts and estates into a larger context that addresses wealth accumulation. 135 Such approaches might include: 1) labor market policies that would contribute to a full employment economy; 2) universal access to health insurance; 3) free early childhood education and greater availability to subsidized, high quality child care, which could open up opportunities for children and their parents; 4) greater opportunities for retraining or returns to school, perhaps through community colleges, to give workers greater flexibility and resilience; and 5) a minimum income should be considered to provide any hope of greater individual and family security. 136 But the core is still wealth, and the existence of increasing economic inequality is at least partially the result of intergenerational wealth transmission; that process of wealth transmission provides the context for much of our scholarship in this field. Yet it also means that we must be attentive to just "[h]ow well any area of law safeguards the historically disadvantaged," 137 including trusts and estates. Building on that core insight, we must also be attentive to just how any area of law reflects societal prejudices and, more fundamentally, how difficult it is to change that area without changing the surrounding context.
